Senator x^ul Sarbanes 
U-b* Senate 



7f>27 04d Receiver Road 
i’rederick, >ld. 21701 
1/51/SW 



Washington, D.C. 20510 
Dear Senator Sarbanes, 



attn; le^slative or administrative assistant 



X am a former reporter, investigative reporter, Senate investigator and editor, 
w--.rtime intelligence analyst and the author of seve^i books. I am almost 77, am in 
paired hailth tliat, among other things, ret^uirea tiiat 1 sit with 1^7 legs elevated and, 
when typing, with th j typewriter to one side, I apologise for n^y tyijing* I write in 
part to infom you for when the '^ongresa again^ considers amending the IPreedom of fn£or- 
mtion and Privacy 4cts and in part in tlie hope that you can be of help with per- 
petual problems with the Department of Justice and the IfRI in ny efforts to those 

Acta, efforts tliat in >>art account for their dislike of me land I think abuses), efforts 
that in 1974-^led the <^ongress to amend the investigatory files exemption. The legislative 
history in the Senate is^ quite specific on this. Senator Kennedy saw to t-ds in his 
questioning of Senator during the debates. 

Idmitations imposed on me by ^y health preclude my filing any additional FOIA 
suits but I have filed a number and as a result have obtained about a third of a million 
pages of once-withheld records, Tliey and all my other materials will be a permanent, 
public archive at local Wood College# Some are already deposited and stud^?nts have been 
using these materials for ye^irs- 

I'jy work for more than 25 years has been on the subject of political assassinations, 
mostly those of President Kennedy and Doctor King, ^nlike otliers, i am not a conspiracy 
theoi5J?st* There is none of tliat in any of my books* i'dne is a riither large study of liow 
our basic institutions worked in those times of gr®at stress and since then. If some of 
th4 agencies did not dislike me before then, as the PBI did, they all developed a strong 
dislike because of my work and because of both my uses of the Acts and what I made part 
of the historical record in those lawsuits. 1 can amplify this if you would like and I 
can provide credentials from scholars on my owi^scholarshiip and accoDplisbments * 1 think 
I do not exa^erate in saying that I brought to light just about all tlmt is both factual 
and not in accord with the official solutions to those crimes and am responsible for most 
of the disclosures under FOIa. 

The FBI in particular generated majiy internal records that are quite defamatory* 

They can be miai|Bd in the future to undermine the credibility of my work in which, despite 
its best efforts, it has never been able to show a single factual error. Had there been 
any eanror in the innumerable, lengthy, detailed and thoroug ly documented affiduiVits I 
filed in the FOIA cases^ the government would have taken steps but there was no error at all. 
Not one of any substance has been shown in any of my books, either. 

Senator Mathias, who had been a friend, called to Senator Goldwa tar's attention 
when he chaired the intelligence committee a particularly nasty FBI fabrication and that 
committee's records include the correction of it. The FBI told the Johnson ^hite%Hbuse 
that my wife and I annually celebrated the Russian devolution with an luting at our home 
for about 55 strangers. ^ home was tlien a farm and^'the occasion did not coincide with 
that revolution but in fact was a religious gathering sponsored by the Jewish Welfare Board 
for Washington area service personnel after the Jewish high holidys- \/hat we then did at 
our farm that was so attractive to children the University of llaryland copie(^3»and operates 
at Vjheaton as Old l^cDonald's tarm, I cite tliij^i to give you an idea of the exti^me to which 
tlie FBI went to hurt us and the basis it has, in addition to its traditional stonewalling, 
for resisting disclosures. If I an not able to get those records that are withhtild im- 
properly; it will not be pos:dble for me to include with them an account of the actualities. 
Unless ^ an able to do it, it will not be done, *iy concern is not persoiial. I don t want 
any false re present ations that can undermine the credibility of ray work, particularly 
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because Z regard the assassination of a president as the moat subversive of orines in a 
society like ours. 

If you can take the ticie to read the enclosures, you will see thatj despite the 
bad typing and occasional lack of clarity in expression , there is no basis at all for 
the appeals office and the Fill to say that tliey had no idea what I was tni iri n g about, 
what I was api^ealing. This is loerely another dodge, par for then with me, as the enclosed 
pages of the Senate FOIA. subcouxiittee hearings of 1977 reflect. (l had nothing to do 
with ttes being called to the conaiittoe’s attention and did not even know about it until 
later.) Uhat the Apartment ^d after assuid^ tlie Senate that it would rectify what it 
could not justify and wouldn’t was not to co^fily viith those requests, which it did. 

Instead it set up a "get V/eisberg" orevf, their designatioii, to ittrEistrate ny requests 
and IXllA litigation. The present situation is a continuation of the irmg and its 
determined refusal to abide by the laws and make the diedlosures they reqid.re. 

4lthoui^h i do not know, I think it is probablo that the dislike of me begins 

with what is mentioned in the enolosores, the case* Towar^he end of 1959 I was 

rea©ar':;hing a book on the mes HnAmerican oommittee of the House when it decided to en- 
trap me, with Piit's assistance in an effort to me indicted* Instead the ^md 

juaj^ refused to indict me and my then associate, the late Gardner ^fackson, v/ho was the 
Je^Iative representation of the ^Jiited hine V/orker s' Labor's J^on‘-Pai*tiaan League* (fhat 
was Jfohn L* lewis' day,) .iaid it did indict the comr:iittee^a agent* ^ got tv^o years 

for uttering and forging and false pretense, suspended on Lies' i^ersonal ap2>eal* ^ the 
cours^of this the FBI tried to get me to sign a f^dse and incriminating statement that 
is referred to in the records that are tlm subject of the apjjeal. I refused to and agreed 
to sign a correct statement, diich f did. Both statements remain witJiheld, together with 
most of tlie related records* Yet my first request, it is undenied, goes back to 1975 and, 
again uridenied, was renewed and appealed and ^^eapi^ealed many times, without even acknow- 
l^d.gement. Only now, whan records are being processed in response to someone else's 
request, are they making tliis partial and prejudicial disclosure - when it can be used 
to defame me, Regardless of ny rights under i\)IA and the Privacy Act. 

^ I_QLi not antljievBr-dia m been^ a Oonnunist or any kind of subversive but I was in 
1941 and 1942 the oppo;jite, working for British intelli- 

gence at the smi;estion of the Bf^par^ment of Justice* But every record r^jf^cting the 
fact that I was not anti-government and worked without pay to help it is withheld, ^liis 
relates to my work in ©reposing jfikai cartels, all of iie fruit of vdiich ^ took to the 
department, and to my work witii it and the FBI when t was borrowed from the Senate to 
assist in what then was known as "the 15 -Oody %rlaa" case, 1 spent four months with them 
in Kentucky, helping both the prosecutors and the FBI, y®t not a single record hasjDeen 
produced in response to my requests and appeals. {This was the prosecution of the Harlan 
County Coal Operators and their deputised gunjthugs who were wholesale murderers* And I 
have thd Senate's hearings, which ^ edited and publislied, if you ever know of a student 
interested in them.iater they’ll be at /food.) 

I have spelled theije tilings out to the appeals office in simpjy enormous detail. 
That began when a judge in one of iny FOIA cases asked me to cooperate with the appeals 
office. The extn-nt to which Y did is reflected in two full file cabinets of ap..>eals and 
their documentation alone* I tliink you can see the considerable cost in time and money 
of my effort to s^-rve our history, for most do not relate to records on me. But with 
regard to them the appeals have attached the government records identifying those tliat 
were and remain withehld* Often I provided even the file numbers, to no avail. This is 
true of tlie false allegations of my alleged relationships with the USSR embassy, to which 
I refer in tl.e appeal letter. 

I've seen many letters from |^bers relating to FBI withholdii^igs and generally 
they are fobbed off by the deportment, which is tangle with the FBI* On 

its part, the FBI develops strong dislikes for those who do not fear it, as have not. 

I hone vou c:Ji be of heio. If there is n^vtldnn else vbu would like to know- 




